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strange to the householder in question. Even though the poverty of
the average Chinaman drastically limits any hope for profits in
trading with him, still China is potentially a great power. What
could we expect her to think if we settled down permanently and
armed to the teeth in the Philippines and the Ryukyus 6,000 miles
from San Francisco and a few hundred miles from her own coast?

Turning from bases to conscription, we find that the arguments
in its favor are made by more or less the same people and that those
arguments are, if anything, even worse. At least a base is a definite
military asset. The policy which it exists to serve may or may not be
worth its cost, but at any rate if you fortify and garrison it strongly
enough and if you increase your mobile forces sufficiently to relieve
and support it, ihen you are militarily stronger in its neighborhood
than you were before. On the contrary, the proposal to train all
young men for a year is a monstrosity. Since its possible military
benefits are so small, its possibilities so ugly, and the patriotism of
the considerable number of its advocates known to the writer so
high, we can only suppose the advocates have insufficiently consid-
ered the effects of their proposed policy.

The proposal is that aU physically fit American males should be
trained in *arms for a year. Universal compulsory training for girls
has also been suggested, but that is a side issue. The alleged benefits
are greater military security, a higher standard of physical fitness,
and an improved sense of civic solidarity and responsibility.

In the name of the Prophet, figs! Military training and maneu-
vers, especially in good weather, are indeed pleasant to many, per-
haps to most, healthy young men, but an army is not a campfire
dub, a physical-culture stunt, a rehabilitation center for those who
come to it as physical defectives, or a school of applied civics. It
exists to teach its pupils how to kill and to endure the risk of being
lolled. These are grim purposes. In any great emergency all must
do their part. But to say that all must be trained in arms is like say-
ing that all must be trained to be policemen. Of course, if anything
so drastic is necessary, that is another matter, but unless it can be
shown to be necessary it is desirable only in the eyes of those who
love compulsion and regimentation for their own sakes.

Many readers, should they agree with the real opinion unani-
mously held by the appreciable number of experts known to the